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loose or un-reinforced rivets and screws) is 
found during the inspections required by 
paragraph (a) of this AD: Prior to further 
flight, accomplish all applicable corrective 
actions (e.g., installing new shims, installing 
new reinforcement fittings, re-torquing or re-
installing screws, and installing missing 
rivets), as applicable, at the appropriate 
operating point(s) of the fuselage, in 
accordance with the Accomplishment 
Instructions of Dassault Service Bulletin 
F50–332, dated March 13, 2002. 

No Reporting Requirements 
(c) Although the service bulletin specifies 

to submit a reporting card to the 
manufacturer, this AD does not include such 
a requirement. 

Alternative Methods of Compliance 
(d) In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, the 

Manager, International Branch, ANM–116, 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, is 
authorized to approve alternative methods of 
compliance for this AD.

Note 2: The subject of this AD is addressed 
in French airworthiness directive 2002–033–
039(B) R1, dated May 15, 2002.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January 
9, 2004. 
Kalene C. Yanamura, 
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 04–1306 Filed 1–21–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 2002–NM–261–AD] 

RIN 2120–AA64 

Airworthiness Directives; Saab Model 
SAAB 2000 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY: This document proposes the 
adoption of a new airworthiness 
directive (AD) that is applicable to 
certain Saab Model SAAB 2000 series 
airplanes. This proposal would require 
repetitive inspections of the installation 
of the spoilers of the windshield wiper 
assemblies for discrepancies, and 
replacement with new spoilers if 
necessary. The proposal also would 
require eventual replacement of the 
spoilers of the windshield wiper 
assemblies with new spoilers. This 
action is necessary to prevent failure of 
the windshield wiper assembly, which 
could result in loss of visibility, damage 
to the propeller(s) and/or engine(s), or 
penetration of the fuselage skin and 

consequent rapid depressurization of 
the airplane. This action is intended to 
address the identified unsafe condition.

DATES: Comments must be received by 
February 23, 2004.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in 
triplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), Transport 
Airplane Directorate, ANM–114, 
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002–NM–
261–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., 
Renton, Washington 98055–4056. 
Comments may be inspected at this 
location between 9 a.m. and 3 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except Federal 
holidays. Comments may be submitted 
via fax to (425) 227–1232. Comments 
may also be sent via the Internet using 
the following address: 9-anm-
nprmcomment@faa.gov. Comments sent 
via fax or the Internet must contain 
‘‘Docket No. 2002–NM–261–AD’’ in the 
subject line and need not be submitted 
in triplicate. Comments sent via the 
Internet as attached electronic files must 
be formatted in Microsoft Word 97 or 
2000 or ASCII text. 

The service information referenced in 
the proposed rule may be obtained from 
Saab Aircraft AB, SAAB Aircraft 
Product Support, S–581.88, Linköping, 
Sweden. This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind 
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rosanne Ryburn, Aerospace Engineer, 
International Branch, ANM–116, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington 
98055–4056; telephone (425) 227–2139; 
fax (425) 227–1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications shall 
identify the Rules Docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the address 
specified above. All communications 
received on or before the closing date 
for comments, specified above, will be 
considered before taking action on the 
proposed rule. The proposals contained 
in this action may be changed in light 
of the comments received. 

Submit comments using the following 
format: 

• Organize comments issue-by-issue. 
For example, discuss a request to 
change the compliance time and a 
request to change the service bulletin 
reference as two separate issues. 

• For each issue, state what specific 
change to the proposed AD is being 
requested. 

• Include justification (e.g., reasons or 
data) for each request. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA-public contact 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this action 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to 
Docket Number 2002–NM–261–AD.’’ 
The postcard will be date stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 

Availability of NPRMs 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
NPRM by submitting a request to the 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
ANM–114, Attention: Rules Docket No. 
2002–NM–261–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, 
SW., Renton, Washington 98055–4056. 

Discussion 

The Luftfartsverket (LFV), which is 
the airworthiness authority for Sweden, 
notified the FAA that an unsafe 
condition may exist on certain Saab 
Model SAAB 2000 series airplanes. The 
LFV advises that it has received reports 
of findings of cracked or missing 
spoilers of the windshield wiper 
assemblies on certain airplanes listed in 
Saab Service Bulletin 2000–56–002 
(Replacement of Windshield Wiper 
Spoiler), dated November 28, 1998, on 
which the actions specified in that 
service bulletin have not been done. 
Parts that separate from the airplane in 
this area can cause damage to the 
propeller(s), engine(s), and structure. 
One report indicated that, after 
excessive vibration and subsequent 
separation of a windshield wiper 
spoiler, the spoiler fell into the 
propeller and subsequently hit the wing 
leading edge and fuselage. Such 
conditions, if not corrected, could result 
in loss of visibility, damage to the 
propeller(s) and/or engine(s), or 
penetration of the fuselage skin and 
consequent rapid depressurization of 
the airplane.
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Explanation of Relevant Service 
Information 

Saab has issued Service Bulletin 
2000–56–003, dated August 12, 2002, 
which describes procedures for 
repetitive detailed visual inspections of 
the installation of the spoilers of the 
windshield wiper assemblies for 
discrepancies (cracks, loose parts, 
deformation, general deterioration), and 
replacement with new spoilers if 
necessary. The service bulletin also 
describes procedures for an operational 
test of the windshield wipers after the 
inspection is done. 

Saab also has issued Service Bulletin 
2000–56–002, Revision 01, dated 
August 12, 2002, which describes 
procedures for replacement of the 
spoilers of the left and right windshield 
wiper assemblies with new spoilers. 
The replacement includes installation of 
a new spoiler/beam and spoiler angles. 
The service bulletin also describes 
procedures for an operational test of the 
windshield wipers after doing the 
replacement. Accomplishment of the 
replacement would eliminate the need 
for the repetitive inspections. 

Accomplishment of the actions 
specified in the service bulletins is 
intended to adequately address the 
identified unsafe condition. The LFV 
classified these service bulletins as 
mandatory and issued Swedish 
airworthiness directive 1–178, dated 
August 15, 2002, to ensure the 
continued airworthiness of these 
airplanes in Sweden. 

FAA’s Conclusions 

This airplane model is manufactured 
in Sweden and is type certificated for 
operation in the United States under the 
provisions of section 21.29 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
21.29) and the applicable bilateral 
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to 
this bilateral airworthiness agreement, 
the LFV has kept us informed of the 
situation described above. We have 
examined the findings of the LFV, 
reviewed all available information, and 
determined that AD action is necessary 
for products of this type design that are 
certificated for operation in the United 
States. 

Explanation of Requirements of 
Proposed Rule 

Since an unsafe condition has been 
identified that is likely to exist or 
develop on other airplanes of the same 
type design registered in the United 
States, the proposed AD would require 
accomplishment of the actions specified 
in the service bulletins described 
previously, except as discussed below. 

Differences Among This Proposed AD, 
Swedish Airworthiness Directive, and 
Service Information 

Service Bulletin 2000–56–003 refers 
to a ‘‘detailed visual inspection’’ of the 
left and right spoiler installation of the 
windshield wiper assemblies. We have 
determined that the procedures in the 
service bulletin should be described as 
a ‘‘detailed inspection.’’ Note 1 has been 
included in this proposed AD to define 
this type of inspection. 

Service Bulletin 2000–56–002 and the 
referenced Swedish airworthiness 
directive do not give a specific 
compliance time for doing the 
replacement. The Swedish 
airworthiness directive does not 
recommend any compliance time, and 
the service bulletin merely specifies that 
compliance with the service bulletin is 
‘‘recommended.’’ We have determined 
that a specific compliance time is 
necessary to ensure that operators 
address the unsafe condition in a timely 
manner. In developing an appropriate 
compliance time for this proposed AD, 
we considered not only the safety 
implications and the LFVs 
recommendations, but the 
manufacturer’s recommendation and the 
degree of urgency associated with 
addressing the subject unsafe condition, 
the average utilization of the affected 
fleet, and the time necessary to do the 
proposed replacement (6 hours). In light 
of all of these factors, we find a 
compliance time of ‘‘Within 2,000 flight 
cycles after the effective date of this 
AD’’ for doing the proposed 
replacement to be warranted, in that it 
represents an appropriate interval of 
time allowable for affected airplanes to 
continue to operate without 
compromising safety. 

Cost Impact 

The FAA estimates that 3 airplanes of 
U.S. registry would be affected by this 
proposed AD. 

It would take about 1 work hour per 
airplane to do the proposed inspection, 
at an average labor rate of $65 per work 
hour. Based on these figures, the cost 
impact of the inspection proposed by 
this AD on U.S. operators is estimated 
to be $195, or $65 per airplane, per 
inspection cycle. 

It would take about 6 work hours per 
airplane to do the proposed replacement 
at an average labor rate of $65 per work 
hour. Required parts would be free of 
charge. Based on these figures, the cost 
impact of the replacement proposed by 
this AD on U.S. operators is estimated 
to be $1,170, or $390 per airplane. 

The cost impact figures discussed 
above are based on assumptions that no 

operator has yet accomplished any of 
the proposed requirements of this AD 
action, and that no operator would 
accomplish those actions in the future if 
this AD were not adopted. The cost 
impact figures discussed in AD 
rulemaking actions represent only the 
time necessary to perform the specific 
actions actually required by the AD. 
These figures typically do not include 
incidental costs, such as the time 
required to gain access and close up, 
planning time, or time necessitated by 
other administrative actions. 

Regulatory Impact 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have a substantial direct 
effect on the States, on the relationship 
between the national Government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
it is determined that this proposal 
would not have federalism implications 
under Executive Order 13132. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed regulation (1) 
is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not 
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under the DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft 
regulatory evaluation prepared for this 
action is contained in the Rules Docket. 
A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the Rules Docket at the 
location provided under the caption 
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the 
authority delegated to me by the 
Administrator, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend part 
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended] 

2. Section 39.13 is amended by 
adding the following new airworthiness 
directive:
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Saab Aircraft AB: Docket 2002–NM–261–
AD.

Applicability: Model SAAB 2000 series 
airplanes, as listed in Saab Service Bulletin 
2000–56–003, dated August 12, 2002, 
certificated in any category. 

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless 
accomplished previously. 

To prevent failure of the windshield wiper 
assembly, which could result in loss of 
visibility, damage to the propeller(s) and/or 
engine(s), or penetration of the fuselage skin 
and consequent rapid depressurization of the 
airplane, accomplish the following:

Repetitive Inspections 

(a) Within 400 flight hours after the 
effective date of this AD: Do a detailed 
inspection for discrepancies (including 
cracks, loose parts, deformation, general 
deterioration) of the installation of the 
spoilers of the windshield wiper assemblies 
(including doing an operational test), by 
doing all the actions per the Accomplishment 
Instructions of Saab Service Bulletin 2000–
56–003, dated August 12, 2002.

Note 1: For the purposes of this AD, a 
detailed inspection is defined as: ‘‘An 
intensive visual examination of a specific 
structural area, system, installation, or 
assembly to detect damage, failure, or 
irregularity. Available lighting is normally 
supplemented with a direct source of good 
lighting at intensity deemed appropriate by 
the inspector. Inspection aids such as mirror, 
magnifying lenses, etc., may be used. Surface 
cleaning and elaborate access procedures 
may be required.’’

(1) If no discrepancies are found, repeat the 
inspection thereafter at intervals not to 
exceed 400 flight hours, until the 
replacement required by paragraph (b) of this 
AD is done. 

(2) If any discrepancies are found, before 
further flight, do the replacement required by 
paragraph (b) of this AD. 

Replacement 

(b) Except as required by paragraph (a)(2) 
of this AD: Within 2,000 flight cycles after 
the effective date of this AD; replace the 
spoilers of the windshield wiper assemblies 
(including doing an operational test) by 
doing all the actions per the Accomplishment 
Instructions of Saab Service Bulletin 2000–
56–002, Revision 01, dated August 12, 2002. 
Such replacement ends the repetitive 
inspections required by this AD. 

Replacement Done Per Previous Issue of 
Service Bulletin 

(c) Replacements done before the effective 
date of this AD per Saab Service Bulletin 
2000–56–002, dated November 28, 1996, are 
considered acceptable for compliance with 
the corresponding action specified in this 
AD. 

Alternative Methods of Compliance 

(d) In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, the 
Manager, International Branch, ANM–116, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA, is 
authorized to approve alternative methods of 
compliance for this AD.

Note 2: The subject of this AD is addressed 
in Swedish airworthiness directive 1–178, 
dated August 15, 2002.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January 
9, 2004. 
Kalene C. Yanamura, 
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 04–1305 Filed 1–21–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[CA 104–REC; FRL–7601–6] 

Corrections to the California State 
Implementation Plan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to delete 
various local rules and state statutes 
from the California State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) that were 
incorporated into the SIP in error. These 
primarily include rules and statutes 
concerning procedures before the local 
hearing board, local fees, enforcement 
authorities, administrative permit 
requirements, and appeals. EPA has 
determined that the continued presence 
of these rules and statutes in the SIP is 
potentially confusing and thus 
problematic for affected sources, the 
State, local agencies, and EPA. The 
intended effect of this proposal is to 
delete these rules and statutes to make 
the SIP consistent with the Clean Air 
Act as amended in 1990 (CAA or the 
Act).

DATES: Any comments must arrive by 
February 23, 2004.
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Andrew 
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR–
4), Air Division, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region IX, 75 
Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 
94105–3901 or e-mail to 
steckel.andrew@epa.gov, or submit 
comments at http://
www.regulations.gov. 

You may inspect copies of the rules 
to be deleted and public comments at 
our Region IX office during normal 
business hours by appointment. You 
may also see copies of the rules by 
appointment at the locations listed in 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION under 
‘‘Public Inspection.’’
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie 
A. Rose, Region IX, (415) 947–4126. E-
mail: rose.julie@EPA.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Public Inspection 
California Air Resources Board, 

Stationary Source Division, Rule 
Evaluation Section, 1001 ‘‘I’’ Street, 
Sacramento, CA 95814. 

Amador County Air Pollution Control 
District, 500 Argonaut Lane, Jackson, 
CA 95642. 

Antelope Valley Air Pollution Control 
District, 43301 Division Street, Suite 
206, Lancaster, CA 93539–4409. 

Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District, 939 Ellis Street, San 
Francisco, CA 94109. 

Butte County Air Quality Management 
District, 2525 Dominic Drive, Suite J, 
Chico, CA 95928–7184. 

Calaveras County Air Pollution Control 
District, 891 Mountain Ranch Road, 
San Andreas, CA 95249–9709. 

Colusa County Air Pollution Control 
District, 100 Sunrise Blvd. Suite F, 
Colusa, CA 95932–3246. 

El Dorado County Air Pollution Control 
District, 2850 Fairlane Court, Building 
C, Placerville, CA 95667–4100. 

Feather River Air Quality Management 
District, 938—14th Street, Marysville, 
CA 95901–4149. 

Glenn County Air Pollution Control 
District, 720 North Colusa Street, 
Willows, CA 95988–0351. 

Great Basin Unified Air Pollution 
Control District, 157 Short Street, 
Suite 6, Bishop, CA 93514. 

Imperial County Air Pollution Control 
District, 150 South Ninth Street, El 
Centro, CA 92243–2801. 

Kern County (Southeast Desert) Air 
Pollution Control District, 2700 M. 
Street, Suite 302, Bakersfield, CA 
93301–2370. 

Lake County Air Quality Management 
District, 885 Lakeport Boulevard, 
Lakeport, CA 95453–5405. 

Lassen County Air Pollution Control 
District, 175 Russell Avenue, 
Susanville, CA 96130–4215. 

Mariposa County Air Pollution Control 
District, 5110 Bullion Street, 
Mariposa, CA 95338. 

Mendocino County Air Quality 
Management District, 306 E. Gobbi 
Street, Ukiah, CA 95482. 

Modoc County Air Pollution Control 
District, 202 W. Fourth Street, 
Alturas, CA 96101. 

Mojave Desert Air Quality Management 
District, 14306 Park Avenue, 
Victorville, CA 92392–2310. 

Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution 
Control District, 24580 Silver Cloud 
Ct., Monterey, CA 93940–6536. 

North Coast Unified Air Quality 
Management District, 2300 Myrtle 
Avenue, Eureka, CA 95501–3327. 

Northern Sierra Air Quality 
Management District, 200 Litton 
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